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12 / 9/63 


h\ r. J*o»a How ley, ' Director . . 

U.cj # Secret Service 
Washington, D.#. 

Seer Howley, 

In tiie peat 4 Sieve written you about the tllxi of l ee ssrvey Oswald 
distributing literature in Mew Orleans and sought ©cceas to this filia. H is 
lay recollection you sold you did not have It, that you gov® everything to Wo 
Werren Cosaaiaaion or later to the National Archivos. I have explored tae 
archives thoroughly and the film I seek is cot there. It was given to the 
Secret Service. X write you fegein because i still want to study it -n both 
Coma in wuicu you have it. If you no longer have it, you should be able to 

direct ma to it* 

On December 3, 1962, FBI 8a then 0. Brown wrote 0 report on his 

conference with WBBU-TV, Hew Orleans. The second paragraph begins: 

of 

"Mr. Oorporan stated that single- froae prints were mode /per te of the 
silent film when OSWALD wee distributing leaflets and these prints hare already 
been furnished to- the ?BI end to the Secret Service, he elated thf^ s dupUeste 
print of the silent film of OSWALD distributing leaflete rad been furnished to 
tb© Secratvaervice*" 

Pow the only cony of the film in the rchivns is a duplicate of *11 
three acctUns spliced together. Today the SM footage i a eleo so srliccd. m 
snlicinr, there ie elwaya the popsibilitynof the lose of frames, .he record 
warrant? *cndur if frames disappeared fc-r other reasons. There U reason to 
believe Federal agents did show prospective witnesses etill pictures not now in 
this film, it is beyond doubt that the still also ere not in We /•rahiw.a. when 
you recall it was known there was a still-unidentified person wiping Mid, you 
can readily see one of the importances of tnis film «ad my urgent desire to sec 
It without further (end i believe illegal) federal interferences. 

s lease believe me when i tell you * krvo interviewed si lessee never 
spoken to by any government agent sad those either not asked the necessary Questions 
or, according to their reasonable claims (your own egsnta smdo identics, ones 
under oath), grossly -siaproresentod by the ?3I reports. I believe that under tue 
}ow i am entitled to imrwdlate accosa to this information end X again as-c t.ds. 

I would also hope you would share my earnest desire that, if so *ate, proper 
vw* lysis be labels o'* fc«i3 evidence* id, I recently tf.rote t 9 & &jp . > 

tas ;©cr©t Lorvica go over tba record of o\xr cor '©spondenco, correct tts err« in 
it, and without further delay «*ke eveileble to me what it is my leg^x right to 
hove. If there is any item you no longer hove, you do know waat you did with it 


stu 


ask tUot you properly direct me# 


incerely, 
ceroid eiafeerg 


